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WILL STALIN AND TROTSKY SUCCEED? 


By George Marlen 


O a politically shallow mind Stal- loyal opposition; the continuous con- 


in's military action against Fin- sciously-conceived betrayal by the 
land is merely an expansionist grab Stalinist political system (Stal i n- 
not unlike one perpetrated by imperial- Trotsky—Lovestone-Left-Tr otskyites) of 
ists. historically, the Stalin-Finnish the workd proletariat and the uninter- 
war represents the beginning of the rupted growth of Fascist reaction. 


armed clash between the decaying sys~— 
tem of privately-owned economy extant E) The scrapping of the Versailles 
in the entire capitalist world and the Treaty by world imperialism and its 
decaying socialized economy of § the substitution with the Munich policy 
burocratized Workers State. the establishment of the mock war in 
the West serving as a cover for the mo 
The present situation which brings bilization of the masses to attack the 


to a head the deepest economic antagon- rotting Workers State. 

ism withinthe present epoch has grown 

out of the following preparatory stages: In a large measure the retool 
“urf oldin: of the Stalin. 


A) The forgation of the first Workers Finnish war was facilitated by Stdlin's 
State in 1917  42through the revolu- stiff—-necked attitude with respect to 
tionary overthrow of the Russian cap- the clever bourgeois maneuver such as 
italist state. mediation offer by RKoosevelt,by the 
League of Nations and the appeal ef 
B) The political stifling of the the French bourgeoisico. Despite open~ 
European proletariat by Social Democ- ings available to negotiate.with the 
racy in 1918-1921 with the resultant Finnish bourgeoisie, Stalin recklessly 
deliverance of the bourgeois States plungea into a war with them. The en- 
and tne stabilization of tne capital- tire international bourgeoisie, direct- 
ist system. ly end indirectly, has seized upon 
this invasion of Finland as a pretext 
Cc) The Stalin—Zinovisv—Kamenev oam- to organize the beginnings of a war 
spiracy in 191-1922; the formation of against the burocratized Workers 
the Trio-Trotsky Bloc; the shunting of State. By his adventure in Finland, 


the Soviet State upon the rails Stalin gave the imperialists their 
of opportunist degeneration and the much-needed opportunity to create a 
conscious and deliberate Stalinist- “erusade" spirit against the Soviet 


enginewred destruction of the German Union. 
October in 1923. 

Among the primary characteristics 
D) The centralizing burocratic pow- of the entire Stalinist political sys-~ 
ev of Stalin through the elimination of tem are deception, perversion, double- 
partners in the plot of burocratic us~ dealing, corruption and crime cover~ 
urpation; Trotsky's political collabo- ed with the mask of Bolshevism. In the 
ration with Stalin under the guise of field of economy the Soviet Union un- 


cl ch 


der tae lawless mismanugeuent of the 
Stalinist burccrute dovelopod a faulty 
industry, enormeusly oubstcipped in 
vonuags, strength aud efficacy by thé 
industry of uho capitalist world. The 
inference is clear. If matters romain 
as they are, with the Russian and the 
rest of tre Bolshevik-minded inter- 
national proletariat in the grip of 
the Stalinist system of counter-revo-~ 
lution, than the armed contest will be 
confined to the military action. Un- 


der such. conditions the victory of im-. 
perialism over the Stalin-suffocated 
Workers State is assured. The imper~ 
ative historical requirement for the 
achievement of proletarian victory 
over its class enemy, the bourgeoisie, 
is the frecing of the vanguard from 
the deadly clutches of the Stalinist 
political systom. This can be brought 
about only through the Leninist idso- 
logical and organizational rearming of 
the proletariat. 


TROTSKYISM THE CHIEF PROP OF THE 
STALINIST REACTION 


In an effort to perpetuate the 
rental chaos within the advanced sec— 
sion of the proletariat, tho Stalinist 
bugocrats have furtasred tho frmd 
that- Stalin through skillful diplomat- 
ic mancuver has stopped Hitler's ad 
vance to the East and caused the Ger- 
tan imperialists to come to grips with 
the French und British imperialists. 
Though in difierent words, and with 
much "anti-Stalinist" declamation, the 
Trotsxyite leaders in essence support 
the central political feature of tais 
Stalinist fraud. They assure the work- 
ers tnat Stalin is in a real alliance 
with Hitler, and in the West tnsre 
Yages an imperiulist war as real in 
Gharacter as that of 1914 1918. The 
Trotskyite leaders,understundigg real- 
ity quite well,play safe. In the very 
midst of their porsistent repetition 
of the “Second World War" deception, 
the Trotskyite leaders, with practical 
judgment, prepare an avenue of retreat. 
They tarow out hints about the coming 
all-imperialist offensive against tho 
rotting Workers State, but at the same 
time they continue with their cock-und- 
bull story of a real war betwoon Hit- 
ler and Chamberlain. 


But in actuality the British and 
the German imperialists are at peace 


with eacu other! And few people know 
it as well as Trotsky and nis mentally 
quick and discerning Cannons and 
Schachtiang. These men, pretending ta 
follow Lenin, thoroughly familiar with 
Lenin's teachings, know shat an imperi- 
alist war is a conflict of trusts and 
monopolies led by financial kings, 


heads of powerfuk banking houses. Fin 
ance capital at war! — this is the 

substance of inter-imperialist armed 

contest. And this is precisely NeT 

the case inthe present relations am- 

ong the British, French and German 

bankers. The ‘bourgeois press on oc~ 

casion doses blurt out some facts of 

tremendous import and significance. 

Wiilo keeping alive the general humbug 

about Britain and Germany being at war, 
the New York Times in the November 20, 
1939 issue makes the following astound- 
ing revelation: : 


",...-Howevyer, war or no war, the 
banks of England and France, .-as 
well as those of the neutral FEuro- 
pean nations, have made their fin- 
ancial peace with Germany, and the 
Now York banks, as one banker ex~- 
pressed it, ‘are left out in the 
cold." 


Mie T reortraekay 2.ure Bob- 
shévik-Leninists" undoubtedly read the 
bourgeois pross. They peruse even tho 
hawaii Sentinel, let alone the Now 
York Times. But their standing policy 
is to conceal the facts, oven though 
thess facts might be inadvortantly 
dsclosod by the bourgeoisie itself. 
In tho light of tho fact that the 
British banks are at paace with the 
German financial nouses, all tal k 
about the British and German empire s 
being “at war" jd purest bourgeois 
bosh, while the story that this is a 
"Second World war" and “an imporialist 
war for world domination" is a Stalin— 
ist-Trotskyite-Lovestoneite fraud. The 
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British, French and German financiers 
are doing business and the American 
bankers are anxious to get their share 
of the vndoubtedly lucrative deals 
with Nazi Germany. 


"4a committee of New York bank- 
ers headed by Harvey D. Gibson, 
Caairman of the Manufacturers Trust 
Company, is negotiating by cable in 
an effort to reach a new agreement 
waereby Germany will resume intebeed 
payments. British, Netnerl and, 
Swiss, French and Belgian banks in- 
volved in the Standstill credits to 
Germany ended the old agreement on 
Sept. 3, but since then have con- 
cluded new arrangements." (New York 
ae Nov. 80, 1939. My empaasis- 
GM. 


issue of that paper 
there appears the significant infor- 
mation tnat the Bank of Ingland is 
making loans on German collateral! 


In another 


"Since the outbreak of war the 
British banking creditors, although 
prevented by law from dealing dir- 
ectly with the enemy, have obtained 
financial relief from the Bank of 
England itself by presenting their 
German collateral for loans. The 
Bank of England, unlike the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York,views this 
collateral as good and ks willing 
to grant loans, charging interest 
at rates of 5 to 6 per cent." (New 
York Times, Nov. 22, 1939.) 


A remarkable corroboration of the 
fact that the “Allied and German 
bankers, industrialists and munition 
magnates atte at peace can be gleamed 
from a Paris dispatch: 


"One of the paradoxes of war is 
that the great German industrial 
center in the Saar Basin and the 
euually important French one in 
Lorraine contimue to produce arma- 
ments, although they are easy tar- 
gets for long-range guns and aerial 
banbs." (New York Post, Dec.28,1939) 


It is interesting that the fin- 
ancial and industrial heads on both 
sides of the Rhine are so clear and 
positive that they are not warring up-— 


on-One another, that no effort is 

made to black out the important in- 

dustrial district. Were France and 
Germany actually at war, such "negli- 

gence" weuld have made these easy tar- 
gots completely exposed to aerial 

night raids, with the enemy planes per- 
foctly invisible in tho bhackness of 
the ska, Obviously the impcrialists 
know what they are about: 


“While nightly blackouts prevail 
in other parts of Germany and 
France, in their industrial d is- 
tricts no effort is made to cover 
up the red blaze of smelter firos 
shooting up in the sky." (Ibid.) 


The bugzing Trotskyite bnpocrate 
either pass these tell-tale infor- 
mation data in complete silence or 
distort the true neaning of facts. The 
cold-blooded reality is concealed by 
a flurry of noisy phrases. The inter-~ 
national bankers meanwhilo coin a 
handsome profit out of their finan- 
cial transactions witn the "enemy." 
Undor such conditions the apologizing 
for the conspicuous quiet on the 
"Western Front" with the story that 
it is rather an economic than a milit~ 
ary confilict is clearly seen as a de- 
ceptive device to conceal the bankers! 
peace inEurope. What sort of an ego- 
nomic war is it! In what way does 
Britain strangle Germany when the 
British, French, Belgian and other 
bankers furnish the Nazis with finan- 
cial means to meet the generally dif- 
ficult situation} 


“warfare” which alone is 
visible, is of an extromely poculiar 
character. There is a "strange" order 
of the British Admiralty to Brit dish 
armed merchantmen to refrain from at- 
tacking German ships and to use the 
guns only for defense against submar- 
ine attacks (N.Y.Times, Nov. 28,1939) 
which defense is impossible after the 
ship is blown up by a torpedo. There 
is the "queer" attitude on the part of 
the colossal Britisn sea power towards 
the 20,000,000-dollar liner,ths Bronsn, 
The Bremom sailing from New York 
"miraculously" eluded the British Navy 
as werl as the French fleet and reach- 
od Murmansk safely. Tho whole world, 
including the British Admiralty, mew 


The sea 
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that the Bremen Was at Murnunsk, an 

enormous distance from Germany. But 

tue Bremen made the lmg trip dew the 

Norwegian coust. Certainly Britannia 
is still ruling the narrow waters bet— 

ween the british Isles und Scandanayvia. 
One would suppose that tne efficient 

British neval patrols would iiave easily 
detected such a highly visible object 
as that huge vessel of over 51,000 
tons, the flagship of tae German mer- 

chant fleet. But nos The Bremen 
aguin "eluded" tro British navy. It 

was sisgutcd by a Britisn submarine 

witcin torpedo range. But tue British 
did not attack the Nazi's luxury liner. 
Tne explanation is that they were 

"prevented" from doing so by “inter- 

national.law" waich "forbids" sinking 
of ships witout warning — tne bourg- 

eois law for which tne imperia list 

pourgeoisie itself, wien necessary, 

saows litvle respect. Tiucese are myst- 

erious ways ot a "strange war" in the 
eyes dven of some bourgsois writers: 


“Hindsigut is sometimes nelpful 
in interpreting the mysterious dip- 
lomatic maneuverin, in these uncer. 
tain tines, but yesterday's an~ 
nounceient that a British suomarine 
failed to sink tie Bremen and the 
latest announcement taat Sritisa 
planes roared harmlessly over Ger- 
Man naval bases last night do not 
help woch in understpmding the way 
bhis strange war is developing." 
(New Yorx Times, Dec. 14, 193%.) 


The Bremen episode aroused wide~ 
spread suspicion. It was successfully 
dispelled by tae scuttling of the Graf 
Spee and Colun.ous. 


The Stulinist-Trotskyite fakery 
in presenting the cover-war in the 
West as a° "Second World War" mast be 
exposed and the actual situation mst 
be made clear and definite to the 
workers. there is no feal war betwem 
ti e Britisn and the German bankers and 
industrialists. The world bourgeoisie 
has very skillfully arranged a mock 
war in tne West tO serve as a means to 
confuse and blind the workézs to the 
rapidly develozing assault upon the 
Stalinizec Workers State. Withdut 
this cloak of a "war aguinst ditlerism" 
the imperialists would have hardly 


heen able.to-meeilize the proletariat. 


The greatest assistance to the imperi- 
alists in this scheme has been rendor- 
ed by the opportunists —- not only by 
the Social Democrats but especially by 
all tne pseudo~Bolsheviks who dread to 
speak the trutn to the massese 


Before the attack upon Russian 
unfolds to titanic proportions the im 
periulists must koep their armies 
geared up, lest the war spirit of the 
soldiers becomes worn out by inertia. 
So tac General Staffs keep up patrol 
activity which, were it actual war, 
would have been of no strategic value 
or significance. A distant allusim to 
this method of keeping up the war psy 
chology among the soldiers is contain- 
ed ina Faris dispatcn to the New York 
Times, December 7, 1939, which aftor a 
reference to the "minor German raids," 
states; 


"It is surmised now that one pur- 
pose of such raids is to keep the 
troops 'war-minded. The explan— 
ation is plausible, since how to 
occupy men in prolonged military in- 
activity presents a grave problem. 
It is all too easy to fall into a 
routine detrimental to vigor and 
initiative." 


In our epocn declaration of war 
dees not necessarily mean military 
strugsle. Indesd, the only war that 
is not being prosecuted today is this 
declared "war." 


The Sourgeois correspondents con- 
tirmo making slips: “That 'state of 
war' contimes, but it can scarcely be 
said that the war has begun" (The New 
York Times, Dec. 4, 1939). 


Tue bourgeois correspondonts ad- 
mit it%s a "yooer" war — this "Seco 
World War" of tao Stalinists, Trotsky- 
ites, Ochlerites,Stammites, Micnovites 
and other mislouders. Troty’ ites, 
Ochtorites as well as evorybody olse, 
gathor their informatiun primaril y 
from the bourgoois correspondents. 
The opportunist fabrications acout the 
terrifying aspect of the imporialist 
giants straining thelr war machines in 
tne effort to crush eac.. otacr do not 
s30m to tally with tho nows from the 
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"Western Front." The only powerful 
foe that the Britisn face, reports 
Harold Denny, is — boredom} 


"Tiis queer war is now entering 
its fourth month and the British 
Army in France is face to fuce with 
tne only formidable enemy it has 
yet encountered — boredom." 


So wiile the opportunists divide 
and confuse tne minds of the workers 
Wita an “imperialist war" in the West, 
tue bourgeoisie of all imperialist 
States, under the cover of that war, 
rusies at feverisi: pace the final pre- 
parations for rooting out socialized 
property in Russia and eradicating all 
the living memories of tae first suc- 
cessful revolution against a great im 
perialist power. Tnat the entire set- 
up is an imperialist scheme to fall 
upon Russia one can observe between 
the lines in tie capitalist newspapers: 


look more than 
ever as if the war will not be 
fought on the Western Front, but 
that sooner or later an Eustern 
Front will have become a reality." 
(New York Times, Dec. 3, 1939.) 


"It begins to 


There is a "tight blockade"around 
the Baltic. Hitler blockades England, 
and Chamberlain blockades Germany, but 
despite all these "blockades" militany 
supplies to Finland flow in an ever- 
widening stream — both from "democ- 
ratic" imporialists and from the Faus- 
cists and tne Nazis. A dispatch to 
the New York Post, tecember 7, 1939 
from Helsinki reveals an unotficial 
statcment thut "“@exvman shipments a@ 
war materials to Finland hus not céeas-— 
ed." In fact, "material resources are 
flowing to Finland, it was said in 
well-informed yuarters, from all over 
Europese" Such is the character or the 
imperialist "blockades"! 


Despite britain's "War" with so 
formidable a power as Germany, “Finnish 
arms contracts are being given prior- 
ity treuatuent by Britis  producergd 
(New York Times, December 7, 1959). 


Mussolini rusued air syuadrons to 
Finland, to fight Uitlerts "ally" Stal- 
in. General Hermam Goering's nephew 


joins the Finnish army (The N.Y.Times 

Bec. 9, 1939). From Hungary comes the 
news that Hitler serids to Finland rt 
only guns tut alsv soldiers? 


"Germany is sending beth volim— 
teer soldiers and anti-tank guns to 
Finlaid it was veported here today 
in officiul circles." (N.Y. Times, 
Dec. 9, 1939. } 


Through the interlinking of cir- 
cumstances, the collisténs of the 
burocratized Workers State amd world 
bourgeoisie is temporarily centering 
in Finland. Reality exposes the Trot- 
skyite deceitful talk of Hitlor being 
really allied with Stalin as well as 
tne Chamberlain-Hitler-Daladier cover- 
war in the West. Here the British and 
the Nazis are closely cooperating ag- 
ainst the rotting proletarian State. 
But what are facts to the treacherous 
misleaders and betrayers of the work- 
ing class! The Finnish war is the 
pivot around which all the social and 
political interests of modern soc iety 


will be gathering for a decisive 
struggle. History may record the last 
Chapter of the degenerated Workers 


State and a frightful victory of world 

imperialism, or a resurgonce of pro- 
letarian revolution through a Leninist 

offensive .against Stalinism and all 

otiaer opportunism which stand guard 

Over capitalist socicty. But the 

Trotskyite burocrats hide the true im. 

port of the war in Finland, just as 

they distort the meaning of the “war" 

in the West. Despite the British-Ger- 

man bankers! peace, the Trotskyite 

"Bolshovik-Leninists" insist that the 

picture in the West represents a " Sec- 
ond World War"; while tne genuine war 

in Finland is merely described as an 

incident in the "war." 


"The invasion of Finland by the 
Red Army is an INCIDENT in the Sec- 
ond World War which is now only in 
its tentative and initial stages of 
development." (Socialist Appeal, 
Dec. 9, 1939. My capitals - G.M.) 


In an effort to distort the real- 
ity of tne present situation, the Trot-~ 
skyite leaders pose as an incident 


wnat is really the central feature. 


But the monstrous pro-Stalinist 


aloe 


treachery of Trotskyism, itself a 
branch of the complex Stalinist system, 
is contained in the policy it lays 
down for tiie revolutionary workers. 


Even were the Soviet Union led by 
Lenin, the revolutionary workers, both 
inside and outside the proletarian 
State, would have given him support 

nly in& genuinely proletarian dex. 

retic way, Wiica can be no other than 
conditional support, wit. tho workers 
retaining their fullest right and duty 
of criticism witi respect to Lenin and 
the other leaders of the Soviet Union. 
Lenin himself would have been the 
first one to oppose a policy wnicau de- 
minds from adcherents unconditimal 
support. Unconditional support spells 
lawless burocratism and blind, slavish 
allegiance, not class-conscious, truly 
revolutionary-democratic mutual re- 
lutions between the masses and their 
leaders. Uncoxnditional support is re- 
pugnant to te very spirit of Bolshe- 
vism. Sincere revceBttionists will 
never advocate nor will they consent 
to receive unconditional support. As 
to conditionul support, it should be 
given only to tried and trusted lead 
ers. To tre opportunist betrayers of 
tac proletariat true revolutionists 
sive no sgupporte Stalinism is the 
blackest counter-revolutionary force 
within tne hussian and international 
proletariat. In 192, observing signs 
of Stalin's dishonesty, Lenin warned 
that wita Stalin a compromise is ex 
cluded even on a correct line. In the 
18 years of its existence, Stulinism 
has wrougit terrific havoc and des- 
truction amon; the workers and hds 
ceen consciously wading in blood and 
crime. In the task of defending the 
burocratized Workers State to advocate 
any form of support to Stalinism is 
criminal ana counter-revolutionsry. 
Such a policy of "defending" the So- 
viet Union is a steel chain which 
firmly binds the workers to the Soviet 
burocracy and prevents the Leninist 
Tignt against the Stalinist cancer. 


Trotsxyisic is foisting upon the 
subjectively anti-Stalinist Russian 
workers the policy of unconditional 
support to Stalin, camouflaging it 
wits catciwords suc.. as "Soviet patriot- 
ism" and "defense of tie Soviet Union!: 


"For the Fourth Internationalists: 
in the Soviet Union Soviet patriot— 
ism — the main enemy is world im- 
perialism. UNCONDITIONAL defense of 
the Soviet Union against the capit- 
alist world." (Socialist Appeal, Dec- 
ember 9, 1939. My omp..asis - G.M.) 


The impbication is clear. But one 
of the cnief characteristics of the 
Trotskyist branch of the Stalinist pol- 
iticul system is its double-faced line. 
The purely pro-Stalinist chain is in 
mediately overspread with a thick layer 
of anti-Stalinist veneer. 


"TRRECONCILABLE struggle for the 
overthrow of the Stalinist burocra~ 
cy, wiich betrays the world prolet- 
ariat and undermines the defense of 
the Soviet Union." (Ibid. My empha 
sis ~ G.M.) 


Every plausible-looking lie is 
composed Of two parts, the xernel of 
deceit and the outer sholl of truth. 
Every trap has its camouflage. Trotsky 
and his gang of lioutonants may spout 
the "Keddest" anti-Stalinist phrases 
and hypocritically foam at their 
moutis, but their dual political line 
is in essence the paralyadng line of 
support to the Stalinist burocracy. 


It must be borne in mind that the 
Russian workers under the leadership 
of Lenin defeated the world bourgeoi- 
sic during the civil war and imperial- 
ist intervention not so mch through 
military as through political struggle. 
The military struggle, merely a part 
of the political struggle, is cormplete- 
ly subordinuted to tho latter. The 
axis of a correct policy is rovolution- 
ary class-struggle, merciless fight 
against opportunism, and not "Uncondi— 
tional defense of the Soviet Union." 
The reactionary Stalinist »burocracy 
places its fight against the iimerial- 
ists upon a military axis oxclusively. 
Politically it prevents tho workers 
from fighting tho imperialists. From 
a military point of view there can be 
absolutely no guostion as to the trag- 
ic outcome of the contest between the 
Stalinized Workers State, impoverished, 
predominantly peasant, and tie niguly 
developed, rich and powerful i.perial- 
ist States. In the lizht of a sober 


et? es 


understanding of the situation, it be- 
comes Obvicus towards what dreadful 
abyss the Stalinist burocracy is drag- 
ging tre Russivn and international 
proleturiat. To any realisticaly—- 
minded revolutionury worker there can- 
not be a particle of douct that the 
prerejisite for saving the remnants 
of October is the overtarow of the 
Stalinist burocracy. If this burocre- 
cy contime to saddle the Soviet Union 
and opportunism continue to lock the 
arms of tne international proleturiat, 
the victory of imperialism is assured. 


It is to be hoped that the Rus- 
sian workers do not view with uncon— 
cern the momentous fact that the eco- 
nomic foundation uponfhich the Stal- 
inized Russian army bases itself is 
different, is the direct opposite from 
and is anatnema to that economic foun- 
dation upon which rests the imperial- 
ist army. That foundation — social 
ized property — represents one of the 
most important comyuests of the pro— 
letarian revolution. This sociulized 
property. is controlled and distorted 
by a usurping, greedy, thoroughly 
counter-~revolutionary burocracy headed 


by Stalin. The extremely difficit 
problem here is how to get rid of the 
cancerous burocratic growth on the 


sick body oF socialized property, wita- 
out killing that body. For the Rus- 
sian workers to follow the "advice" of 
some "Marxists" to work for the defeat 
of the Stalinized "Red Army" would be 
facilitating the speediest reestablish- 
ment of bourgeois private property. 
The formula "Revolutionary defeatism," 
correct in a War among States based 
upon capitalist private ownersnip of 
industry, would be suicidal lunacy in 
a war of a State whose form of proper- 
ty represents tke basic achievement of 
proletarian revolution against all 
other States whose form of property 
represents victorious counter-revolu- 
tion. Against ultra-Leftist, counter- 
revolutionary defeatism and against 
Stalinism — this is tae only path for 
tne Rusdan masses towards establish—— 
ment of 2 healthy proletarian State. 
While advocating resistance to the im 
perialist armies, the revolutionary 
workers teach and explain to the pro- 
letariat that the sacrifices of the 
Russian toilers are futile under Stal- 


dnism. Either through Stalinist sell- 
out or imperialist victory, or both, 
the last vestiges of October conqwsts 
will be wiped out. Only the destruc- 
tion of the criminal Stalinist buroc- 
racy and reestablishment of Leninism 
can transform the burocratic-imperial- 
ist war into a revolutionary war ag- 
ainst capitalism and ope n 4 
possibitity of victory. 


The first step in this direction 
would be the overthrow of the Stalin- 
ist gang, immediately followed by the 
proletarian-democratic elections to a 
Soviet Congress which would propose 
cessation of the armed conflict in 
Finland. Under such change the imperi- 
alists would at once be put on the 
spot and the sympathy of the masses 
would lean towards Russia as in the 
days of Lenin. 


But Trotsky's line for the Rus- 
sian workers is the very opposite. By 
way of example of what he would do 
were he in the Soviet Union, Trotsky 
advocates to "postpone" the overthrow 
of the Stalinist burocracy until the 
Workers State, undermined, mismanaged, 
enfeebled and betrayed by Stalinism 
secures "victory" over the mighty im- 
perialist armies: 


" ....In the Soviet Union I would 
try to be a good soldier, win the 
sympathy of the soldiers, and fight 
well. Then, at a good moment, when 
victory is assured, I would say: 
"Now we mst finish with the 
bureaucracy.'" ("The Case of Leon 
Trotsky," p. 289.) 


Thus Trotsky, ty implication, de~ 
ludes the workers with the false hope 
that victory by the Stalin-suffocated 
proletarian S t ate over the world 
bourgeoisie can be secured withont a 
Leninist leadership. Trotsky clearly 
indicates that his program is collab- 
oration with the arch—betruyer Stalin, 
Trotsky makes it explicit in his reply 
to Goldman, as recorded in "The Case 
of Leon Trotsky," page 292: 


"Goldman: Then yow answer is that 
you are willing to collaborate with 
Stalin in defending the Soviet Unim 
against the capitalist enemies? 


"Trotsky: Absolutely." 


Trotsky's wunderling, James P. Can 


customary brutul cyn- 
cism, declires that the workers must 

reject the iine cf the overth-ow of 

the Stalinist burocracy a3 a prereyui- 

site for the victory of the Russian 

proletariat: 


non, Wita ais 


"Our motion calls for uncondi- 
tionul defense of the Soviet Union 
against imperialist attack. What 
does tnat mean? It simly means 
that you defend the Soviet Union 
and its nationalized property 
against externul attacks of imperi- 
alist urmies or aguinst internal 
uttenpts at capitulist restoration, 
witaout putting us a prior condi- 
tion tae overthrow of tne Stalinist 
bureaucracy. Any other kind of de~ 
fense negates tue whole position 
under present circumstances." (In- 
ternal Bulletin, Volume II, No. 3, 
"Speecn on the Russhan Question," 
by James P. Cannon, p» 8. My em 
phasis ~ GM.) 


Yet, tais is the crux of the en- 
tire matter. Under Stalinist “leader- 
snip" whica politically works for 
capitalisi., the final debacle is ab-— 
solutely certain. Prior to tue over— 
throw of the Stalinist burocracy in 
Russia the victory of the Russian 
masses over tne world imperialists is 
impossible. Trotsky, as we see, is 
fulfilling his promise to collaborate 
with Stalin — "Absolutely"! 


The monstrous feature in tne 
Trotskyist game is the fact that Trot— 
sky and his 6annons don't have to have 
explained to taem that victory of the 
Kuss4an workers over the imperialist ar- 
mies can be secured only through t he 
overtarow of the Stalinist bur ocracy. 
They know it! 


"The Russian workers, passion— 
ately attached to the Soviet Union 
whica taicy created with tacir flesh 
and blood, and determined to defond 
it against any and all imperialists, 
must come to recognize that OLY 
tac overtarow of the Stalini st 
burocracy cun guarunteo the defeat 
of tac imperialist urmies." (Social- 
ist Appcul, December 30, 1939. My 
enpiasis - Geii.) 


=) Shes 


And yet, on the other hand, Cannon ex- 
cludes the overthrow of the Stalinist 
bueccevacy as a PRIOR condition to the 
defonse -~ nuturally tne real defense 
— of the Soviet Union. 


Suen is Trotskyite duplicity. 
Working smootnly and, so far, quite 
effectively, the. Trotskyite leaders 


invariably employ correct formulations 
tO camouflage their pro-Stalinist 
traps. ‘Jill the revolutionary workers 
permit Stalin and Trotsky to bring an- 
other, perhaps the worst, tragedy upon 
the toiling masses? 


If the Fussian workers follow 
Trotsky's treacherous line they will 
be drowned in a sea of their own blood, 
us were the Spanish toilers, who in- 
stead of weeding out, supported Stalin-~ 
ism. No revolutionary worker should 
forget that in the Spanish tragedy 
Trotsxyism urgod "critical" support to 
tac Stalin-directed Stalinist-—Social- 
democratic political guillotine, called 
the People's Front Government! 


To support Stalin - with "criti- 
cism" — is the fundamental conscious~ 
ly-devised policy Trotsky has been 
pursuing since Stalin broke with him 
in 19c3. Serving as a ligntning-r od 
for Stalinism, Trotsky has been col- 
lectins around himself the best anti- 
Stulinist workers, has been attaching 
t..om to the Stalinist systom by means 
of his double~facod political line, 
dooming them to political desolation 
and physical extinction. Trotsky him- 
self is forever tied to Stalinism be- 
causs he participated in the original 
burocratic conspiracy of ontronching 
in position of power during Lenin's 
illness. Yithout exposure of Trotsky's 
role in creating ad kocping alive the 
Stalinist monster, without the politi- 
cal dostruction of Trotsky tho Lenin- 
tet rearming of the Russian and world 
prolotariat is impossible of 
acnievemont. 


Exposure of Trotsky! who in the 
face of Lenin's line to remove Stalin 
took the anti-Leninist position "I am 
against removing Stalin" (Loon Trotsky, 
iY LIFE, p. 486). Exposure of Trotsky! 
who, wiile well informed that Stalin 
Was corrupting the party with buroc 
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ratism and was bribing adventurers and 
careerists in the Comintern, assured 
the workers that "Our party - the best 

Party. It is the teacher of other 

parties in the Communist International" 
(Leon Trotsky at the VII Ail-Ukrunian 
Party Conference). Exposure of Trot- 

sky! who, instead of confirming East~ 

man's revelation of Lenin's Tegtument 

th woaica Lenin spoke of the need of 

removing Stalin, shielded Stalin in 
the following dishonest manne r: 

"Comrade Lenin HAS NOT LEFT ANY 'WILL! 

eevee All tulk with regard to a con- 

cealed or mutilated 'will' is nothing 

but a DESPICAHLE LIE......There is no 

sincere worker whe.will believe in the 

picture painted by Eastman." (L. Trot~ 

sky, Inprecorr, Sept. 3, 1925, pp.105, 

106. My: crsocasis ~ G.M. 


Exposure of Trotsky = who aided 
Stalin to tio the German workers to ted 
Stalinist "Communist" Party by his pol- 
icy "All eyes to the Communist Party" 
and thus contributed to the betrayal of 
the German workers to Hitler. 


Exposure of Trotsky -~ who pict— 
ures the Chamberlain-Hitler cover-war 
in tne West as a real imperialist war 


@mong great bourgeois powers, and who, 
to divort the workers! minds from lern- 
ing tho whole danming truth about the 
burocratic degeneration of the first 
Workers State, drugs their conscious— 
ness with reformist opiates such as the 
Ham-and-Egg plan and the Ludilo w 
Referendum. 


Exposure of Trotsky —wno preach- 
6s to the Russian workers unconditional 
support to the deadly Stalinist 
counter-revolution “until victory is 
assured" and thus politically works 
with Stalin, writing in the blood of 
the deceived and bctrayed toilers of 
the Soviet Union and of other count- 
ries finis to what remains of the 
greatest proletarian conyuests in 
world's history. 


There is no hope in the present 
era of the Stalinist conspiracy except 
in the fresing of the advanced workers 
from the constricting grip of the 
counter-revolutionary Stalinist system 
Wiicn includes the Trotskyist "Fourth 
International" which is the political 
knot of the Stalinist noose on the 
neck of the Soviet Union and tne inter- 
national proletariat. 

Dec. 30, 1939 


A MODEST DEVAND TO WALL STREET'S 
CxO NoGR E55 


“Ve have got to demand that 

Congress enact our program, arid? 

not Roosevelt's." (Socialist Appeal, 
Dec. 5G, 1959. Our empnasis -L.L) 


HOW TO 
"EXPROPRIATE THE SIXTY FAVILIES" 


"Take that roney from the 


Sixty Families, and put it to 
work. If the Sixty Families 
waine too mucn about it,, leave 
them a few rmillion apeace so 


tiey won't run_ out of caviar." 
(Socialist Appeal, Dec. 30,1939. 
Our emphasis - L.L.) 
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| SHACHTMAN'S VOTE | 


a 


et 


By Die 


- OLLQWING the recent New York 

City election in whicu the Trot- 
skyites participated, campuignnmg for 
Max Shuchtman as* first choice can- 
didute and the American Labor Party 
Cundidates as second choice, the re- 
sults were reported in tue Socialist 
Appoul: 


"Shachtman's ballota wore dis- 
tributed aftor tae first enoice 
votes were counted, the second 
choices on nis bullots going prac- 
tically all to Sulvatore Ninfo, 
Amsricxin Labor Party candida to, 
wno polled 40,000 first choice 
votos." (Socialist Appeal, Nov.1? 
1939, p. 1. My emphusis.- D.S.) 


Unfortunately for the Trotsky- 
ites, the bourgeoisie, for their om 
information, published in The Wew 
York Times of November 18, 1939 a 
listing of the sedond choice distri b- 
utions. these figures conflict with 
what the, Trotskyites reported to the 
workers Jwno read the Appeal. The ro- 
port of the Appeul is un utiempt to 
make these workers beliove that the 
Campaign of the Socialist Workers 
Party was in matter of fact success- 
ful, for did they not instruct their 
followers tO vote for tno Arerican 
Labor Party candidates. The truth of 
the matter is that tho workers who 
voted for Shachtman simultaneously 
gave their second choice votes to the 
out-and-out representatives of Ameri- 
Cun imperialism. 


One single block of 544 of 
Sauchtman's second choice votes was 
cast for Cohen of the Dsmocratic 
Party. Other second choice distritm- 
tions of Shachtman'g ballots went to 
Deering (D) 114 votes, Keegan (D) 45, 
Kinsley (D) 41, a total of 744 for 
the Democrats alone, which is more 
tnun twice the vote polled by Ninfo 
Out of Shachtman's second choice 


votes. Ninfo, who according to tho 
Trotskyite tally, received "practic~ 
ally all," received only $57 vctas 
out of the total 1879 second choice 
votes cast, Cohen of the Democratic 
polling almost twice as many as Ninfo. 
And besides the Democratic Party- 
Shachtman vote, the candidate of the 
Republican~Fusion—non-Partisan bourg- 
eois gung got the support of some of 
Snacntmmos "“Trotskyites," receiving 
5? votes. Bigg of the Independents 
received 303 Trotskyite votes, almost 
tying Ninfo, wmd others unlisted polit- 
ically polled 48 votes. Even the con-~ 
cealod Stalinist Quill reccived 145 
Shachtman's votes. The declared 
Stalinist, Begun, polled 5 of Shacht~ 
man s votes. The other AelL.Pe candi- 
datc, Rubinstein, polled 270 of 
Shachtmm!s votes. 


Instead of "practically all" of 
the second choice Shachtman votes 
going to Ninfo, as the Trotskyite 
loadors assured their followers, the 
actual eee ake shows that Ninfo re- 
ceived only 16% of total second choice 
Shiacatman votes. Even with Rubin- 
stein's, also of the A.L.P., the com 
dined second-choice Trotskyite vote 
for the A.L.P. is still only 31%, far 
from being “practically all.” The 
practically all of Shachtman's vote 
was given to the extent of 61% to the 
undiluted reprosentatives of Wall 
Street. 


After giving the workers the 
fairy tale about the Shachtman vote, 
the Socialist Appeal informs its 
readers that 


"The final count has not yet 
been completed. A full story on 
the elections will avpear in the 
next issue." (Ibid.) 


We looked at the next issue. The 
S.W.P. "grand skam" in The Bronx is 


(Cont'd on p. 21.) 
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| STAMM'S UNITY MANEUVERS | 


By D. De 


HE Central Committee of the 

Revolutionary Workers League 
(Revolt), on Sept. 16, 1939, states 
in a call for uwnity among various spe- 
cific organizations a basis of one 
point, i.@., a fight against imperial~ 


ist ware On the yuestion of imperial- 
ist war and the need of building a 
revolutionary party, there is, it 


states, fundamental agreement among 
most groups and certain individuals. 


That such agreement exists there 
is no doubt. The political character 
of such an agreement, however, is 
yuite another matter. 


A series of points of agreement 
all connected with the yuestion of 
war is offered which would be the 
basis on which these groups and indi- 
viduals would unite: that the war is 
imperialist; that the workers must 
trangform the imperialist war into 


civil war; that no support to U.S. im 
perialism be given; that the imperial- 
ist war aims be exposed and the work- 
ing class aroused to oppositiom and 
hatred of them; that a struggle ag- 
ainst the imperialist policy of 
national unity is necessary; that the 
attacks on the standard of living of 
the werking class be resisted by inde- 
pendent workingclass action; that the 
strategy of revolutionary defeatism be 
adopted; that the establishment of a 
proletarian dictutorship is necessany; 
and finally, that it is necessary to 
construct a new revolutionary party. 


The points in themselves seem re~ 
volutionary and Leninist in character. 
But the historical period of 1944 has 
passed. It is not sufficient to shout 
from the housetops that one is opposed 
to an imperialist war, that he is for 
dictatorship of the proletariat and 
that he will practice revolutionary 
defeatism. 


Before 1914 there were those who 


declared themselves as being uncondi- 
tionally opposed to imperialist war, 
who at Basle declared that such a war 
would lead to a proletarian revolution 
against the imperialists which they 
would support. But when that war and 
that revolution became an actuality, 
then they showed their true colors and 
supported their bourgeoisie. 


What pseudo-revolutionary organ~ 
ization cannot declare itself to be in 
agreement with the words about fight- 
ing imperialist war which Revolt pours 
out? 


Stalinism, using ultraRightist 
and ultra-Leftist lihes to betray one 
revolutionary situation after another, 
during its Leftist zigzag can 
and does shout revolution much redd er 
and louder than Revolt. At such ultra- 
Left moments the Stalinist "revoluti mm 
ism" knows no bounds. It fights the po 
lice, it damns imperialism and imperi- 
alist war ~ it quotes Marx's and L en-~ 
in's speeches and writings. Its "fight" 
against capitalism is limitless: it 
creates "Soviets" in China, organizes 
hunger marches in the United States, 
leads putschist attacks on government 
buildings in Spain,and "builds Social- 
ism" in Russia. What, indeed, could 
be more "revolutionary"! 


And when the new Leftist hine 
which Stalinism is now well into has 
reached full bloom, the Stalinists ag- 
ain will come out with ultra-Revol u- 
tionary slogans and their cry “Dow 
With Imperialist War" which has already 
been spouted by the Dimitrovs, will 
drown out all the Revolts. 


Stalinism, turning from a Right- 
ist to a new Leftist line is beginning 
again to speak in terms of "abolition 
of capitalist slavery," Up to 1939, 
Says Stalinism. 


" 4eeeit was impossible, because 


moi 


of the absence of the necessary 
prereyuisites, to place the aboli- 
tion of capitalist slavery on the 
order of the day, now, to the ex 
tent tout the crisis, evoked by the 
war grows deeper, this task will 
face the workingclass with ever- 
growing acutcness." ("The War and 
the Working Class of the Capitalist 
Countries," by Dimitrov, Daily 
Worker, November 4, 1939. My em- 
phasis ~ D.S.) 


To revolutionary-minded Stalin- 
ist workers who read but who do not m 
derstand Stalinism,who do not know that 
the revolution which has been rotten 
ripe on the order of the day for so 
many yoars nas been betrayed primarily 
by Stalinism, this is a cull to pro- 
letarian revolution. And to an unen- 
lightened worker who mxy happen t o 
tead Revolt and see also a call to 
proletarian revolution, the only dif- 
ference will be thut Dimitrov repre- 
sents the October Revolution whereas 
Revolt appears to be a little 
"yuibbler." But no matter how much 
such workers desire revolution, they 
will not learn from Dimitrov or 
Revolt why all the revolutions since 
1923 have been defeated. And further, 
since Dimitrov has top first success- 
Qal proletarian October Revolution as 
a pedestal, he is cosidered by mily 
lions of workers to be the true revo- 
lutionist and the follower of Lenin as 
Dimitrov himself states it: 


"The pregeent exceptional 
ly serious gituation demands of the 
Commnists that they do not give 
way at all to repression and perse- 
cution, but come forward resolutely 
and courageously against {he war, 
against the bourgeoisie of _their 
gwn country, that they act in the 
way Lenin taught, in the way taught 
now by the great wise leader of the 
working people, Comrade Stalin." 
(Ibids, pe 3. My ompnasis - D.S.) 


This is the method of all the op-~ 
portunists in misleading tne workers. 
Stalin is pulmed off as the "gredtest 
disciple of Lenin," Trotsky is thé 
“ereatest living Marxist"; Cabullero 
48 the “Spanish Lenin."* And so each 
opportunist concealing his own decep- 


tion, cloaks himself with Leninist 
phrases, but all opportunists in con 
mon conceal the real Leninism of the 
present period, the linc which Lenin 
was forced to drop through illness — 
the fight against the Stalinist conspi- 
racy. This is the crux of the situ- 
ation for the workingclass today, not 
abstract Leninist positims which any 
opportunist can ropeat. The trve Len- 
inist line of the present day — tho 
destruction of Stalinism throvgh the 
exposure of the criminal conspiracy 
and of all its ramifications up to now 
—- the opportunists bury 4n unison. 
From Stalinism down to Revolt, all the 
opportunists conceal this truc Leninist 
line of today. Their postulation of a 
“fight against imperialist war" as 
their basis of “unity" is a camouflage 
of the fact that by preventing the ex- 
posurs and destruction of the prin- 
Giple opportunist force of the present 
historical epoch, Staliriism, they make 
a veal fight against imperiulism im- 


possible. Prior to the destruction of 
the whole St#linist-led structure of 
Opportunism no successful action 
aguinst the ‘bour'gedisie can be 
accomplished. 

All the opportunists will be 


singing the same “Leninist" songs in a 
cucrus, but the real Leninism of today, 
the exposure of the development of the 
burocracy distorting the Workers State, 
the conspiracy of Stalin, Zinoviev, 
Kamenev, and Trotsky's cdllaboration 
with them, the exposure of the method 
through which Staliniem betrays the 
world revolution, will be a melody 
from which they will all refrain. 


As to Revolt's call for the tmild- 
ing of a ‘revolutionary party, many of 
the opportunists reply that they them 
selves represent the revolutionary 
party, therefore why build another ono. 
Especially ‘Stalinism drums the illv- 
sion into the workers! mind thet the 
Commarist Party of Stalin is the party 
of the Bolsheviks, of Lenin and of the 
October Revolution. 


Every class-conscious worker re- 
mémbers and cherishes the October Re-~ 
volution. His nope is to accomplish ths 
October Revolution against his own 
bourgéoisic. To a Ildtge section of 
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the preletarian vanguare tuese "“rep- 
resevtativos" of Bolsnevism are tose 
who, it believes wilYshew it the true 
Way out of the war, Unless these van- 
guard workers come to undsrstana that 
these people who pretcnud to him to be 
Leninists are in reulity strangling 
the Octocer Revolution, no revolution- 
ary party can be buils. 


And more then that. The vanguard 
workers must learn that all the pssudo- 
Bolsheviks, like Revolt, who prevent 
the exposure of Stalinism by giving 
the workers a false picture of it and 
by trying as far @s possible to divert 
their attention from it, are part and 
parcel of the Stulinist system, histo- 
rically speaking. As long as the 
workers cling to the trups set up by 
the various Revolts, Stalinism will 
stand anda will be able to perpetuate 
its treacnery. 


On paper, ‘Trotsky, too could ac 
cept all of Revolt's proposals for 
unity. But Trotsky would nevertheless 


continue conce..ling his own role in 
ths development of the Stulini st 
burocrucy, ais policy of colluborating 
with tne Stalin gmg in hopes df re- 
Inwining w purt.of the party burocracy. 
Trotsky cunnot tell of nis collabora 
tion wits Stulin at the first Stalin- 
ist C.1.Congress, the Fourth Congress. 
Withént committing politicul suicide, 
Trotsky cunnot tell the workers the 
truth, that ne with Stalin, Zinoviev, 
Kamefev and the rest of the Stalinist 
cliygue,conspired aguinst, and deceived 
Lenin. However. on paper, Trotsky can 
accept all of Revolt's abstract Lonin- 
ist positions for fighting war Asa 


Matter or fact, that is Trotsky's 
stock-in-trade. He pretends that he 
is tho Leninist, as opposed to Stalin 


and Stamime 


As to building a new revolution- 
ary party, Trotsky already has a 
"Fourth International," fundamentally 
standing on the samo basis as Revolt: 
the concealing of the real nature of 
the present epoch,the epoca of Stalin- 
ist-Trotskyist treachery. 


Revolt writes as though nothing 
has occurred since 19<¢2-1923, as 
though the firet Workers State ner 


et existed had never been burocawinn Jy 
distorted. Yet this is the decisive 
question today. The beginning of the 
destruction of the capitalist soczrety 
in 1917 and the first step in the de- 
velopment of the new society 
Which has been strangled by Stalinism 
is’ the chief problem of tne proletwiat 
today To those who soe this as the 
prime question facing the workingclass, 
the task is to explain this, first to 
the proletarian vanguard which has 
beén ensnared by the opportunists. Un- 
less the werkers know that Stalin, 
Trotsky and the entire loadorship of 
the Russian Revolution betrayed Lenin 
and his causo in their sabotage of the 
struggie against the Stalinist degoner- 
ation of the Russian Communist Party, 
no revolutionary party can be built, 
and the opportunists who betray the 
workers cannot be exposede Revolt 
which helps Stalin and Trotsky conceal 
this chief proolem of the workingclass 
today, which fights tooth and nail to 
prevent the workers from even seeing 
the probvleir cannot create a genuine 
revOluticouary party. Revolt will con- 
tinue 40 pluy tlic game of apsearing to 
be Leninism, of being in Opposition to 
Stalinism, Trotskyism and other oppor- 
tunists, while in reality concealing 
and protecting them. 


Leninism today is riot the abstract 


Leninigsgt and Maer x iis ¢ 


positions +0 which every 
ps eud 6—Leninist can agree 
Om paper. and in word gs. 


Leninism today is the  car- 
trying through of the Leninist 


fight against the buro- 
eratic development of the 
first Workers Stato en 


gineered by Stalin, Zinoviev, 


and Kamenev and joined in by 


Trotsekys 


Any individual or group which 
shuns that fight is standing, not on 
Lenin's line, but on the side of thos 
fighting Leninism. 


ao ne 


HOW OppoOuTUNISM DISTORTS RISTORY 


History offers another opportunist 
unity move — the August Bloc. Char- 
ucteristically enough, Lenin defined 
the proponents of tuo August Bloc as 
"liguidators" — actually their slogan 
of unity meant the liguidation of the 
Bolsnevik Party and Bolshevik ideas. 
Lenin mercilessly attacked and denounc- 
ed the August (1912) Bloc which in 
Teulity was a Bloc against Lenin. 
Trotsky, formally disregarding polit- 
ical positions and differences, but 
nevertheless adopting a distinct anti- 
Leninist position, attempted to unite 
into one party the Bolsnevik and 
various Centrist, anti-Leninist organ- 
izations. The often vitriolic struggles 
of Trotsky and the August Bloc against 
Lenin are aow an outstunding historic- 
.al event in tne development of the 
Bolshevist Party. 


Under no circumstances would Len- 
in unite or negotiate witn the August 
Bloce But as the events first of the 
war and then” February Revolution 
moved many of the Centrists, includ— 
ing Trotsky, to the Left, they found 
‘themselves standing upon tas political 
positions ot the Bolsheviks. What act- 
ually occurred was that Trotsky and 
his group dropped their former Mensne- 
vism and joined Lenin und the Bolsho- 
viks. Frou all indications thoro were 
no- longer any major political dirfer- 
ences between poople like Trotsky and 
tne Bolsheviks. But the outstundins 
agreement between them was in their 
attitude towards all the othor polit~ 
icul parties whom bota tac Bolsheviks 
and tae liezhraiontai (Trotsky's group) 
condemned as counter-revolutionary. 


Revolt, attempting to use this 
unity of tie Mezhraiontsi and the Bol- 
sieviks as an oxample in tae aAistory 
of tus revolutionary purty, completely 
distorts and comeals the determined 
strugzle wiicu Lenin carried on against 
the "conciliators" and the August Bloc 
Revolt des cribes as a4 justificution of 
its Own call for unity the eventuil 
joining of Lenin by Trotsky: 


"Tais is not tho first time that 
revolutionists have confronted the 
problem of unity. The Central Com 
mittes believes the oxperience of 


tue past can help us today. It con 
siders the unity of the Bolsieviks 
WITH Trotsky's organization in 1917 
a case in point." (Revolt, October 
28, 1939. Our emphasis.) 


To speak of "the unity of the Bol- 
sneviks witli Trotsky's organization" 
is a subtle distortion. The fact of 
the matter is that there was not a 
mutual uniting of the Bolsheviks with 
Trotsky's organization, bat that Trot- 
sky oy his action, renounced his pre- 
vious opposition to xsolshevism and 
joined Lenin. What resulted fron tais 
"unity" wag not a new party, a differ- 
ent party from that which Lenin had 
previously; what resulted was an in- 
eroase in membership and leadership of 
the Bolshevist Party, bused on Lenin's 
line. Certainly this is not what 
Revolt proposes, since it is willing 
to rovnite with Oohler from whom it 
only recently split and with wiom it 
has tic same differences it had wien 
that split took place. Trotsky by his 
action, stated that le nad been incor- 
roct in tho struzzlo:- against, Lendm, 
admitted the correctness of Lenin's 
line as against the error of Trotsky's 
previous Left Menshevism. The inclu- 
sion of Trotsky into tio ranks cf the 
Bols:cviks presupposed the endin= of 
his fight against Lenin and the soishe- 
viks, his political agreement with 
thom. Had Trotsky in any senso re- 
tained some of his old "August Bl" 
attitude or his Left Centrist position 
on revolutionary dc f eatism, 
Lenin and tne Bolsheviks would never 
have admitted him into the Party. He 
had to break completely with t.is pus t 
Opportunist attitude towards tho oth- 
er opportunists within the Rus sian 
movement. 


Stamm offers no such basis of 
unity. Stamm and the rest of the or- 
ganizations to whom he offers unity 
can ull retain thoir various See ae 
isms and this ‘does not =revent Utanin 
from uniting With. them. On she < conv 
rary, it forms the basis of such or 
unprincipled unity. Here idsas ace mut 
sifted and cledred, wt muddled. Ons 
who holds that Russia is no longer a 
Workers Stuga is asket to unite wivh 
ono ‘tho bolieves it is; one who be- 
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lieves tnat Trotsky ceused being a 
Marxist in 1934 is asked to unite with 
one :hoO bslieves he gave up Marxism in 
1987. Stamm is even ready to discuss 
unity with a group like the 3. U. P. 
which is against proletarian dictator- 
ship. This does not resemble in any 
measure the acceptunce of Lenin's po- 
sitions by Trotsky which Revolt offers 
as its case in point of unity. 


Stamm cites what he calls the 
“unity of the Bolsheviks wita Trotsky's 
organization" as a case in point, but 
Stamm completely obscures tne real 
point involved. That point is the re~ 
lentless struggle of Lerlin againgt 
Trotsky's attempt to "unite" everyone 
into a large opportunist potpourri, and 
the abandonment vy Trotsky of his 
false cénciliationist position und iis 
joining the Bolsheviks on the Bolshe- 
vik platform. 


In order to cause the reader to 
slur over the comparison of the August 


Bloc with Stamua's own call for unity. 

Revolt attempts to tone down a bitter 

struggle of 14 years between Trotsky 

ani Lenin. Trotsky's entire Menshevist 

past and the struggle waged by Lenin 
aro put dowm merely as a matter 

of Trotsky's attompting to “conciliate 

Bolshevism and Menshevism." Sinco 

Re¥olt has placed itself in the posi- 

tion of the August Bloc by attompting. 
to "conciliate" various forms of oppa - 
tunism and liquidate the strugglo ug- 

ainst the opportunists,it must conceal 

tho real basis of the conflict betwoen 
the "liquidators" and the Bolshegiks-- 

which was unity of the "liquidators" 

on an unprinciplod basis for a strug- 

glo againet Bolshevism. 


Stamm's Central Conmittce most 
certainly "believes the experience of 
ho past can holp us today." Howevor, 
it Nas helped itself to tho past a 
the August Bloc and not to that 
of Leninism. 


OPPORTUNISM PROTECTS OPPORTUNISM 


Stumm's wistory witain the labor 
movement may not be a very long one, 
but with overy step it becomes a 
blacker one. Conceuling his reaction- 
ary unity call with Loninist phrases, 
Revolt exposes its own opportunism 
woen it mentions or discusses other 
opportunist orgenizutions. It cannot 
be said that Stumm does not know what 
Social Democracy is, In his refusal 
to enter the Sociuliat Purty with the 
Trotskyites, Stwnum more than once guve 
Leninist analyses of Sociul Democracy, 
He agreed that since 1914 Social Democ- 
racy has been a prop and defender of 
the bourgeoisie. Opportunism in pro- 
tecting itself und other opportunists 
would like the workers to forget what 
role hes beon pluyed by Sociul-Democ- 
racy — during the World War, during 
the October Revolution and only yester- 
day's totrayal in Spaine And many 
workers have foggotten. They have for~- 
gotten because Stulinism, in its ult- 
ru-Left and ultra-Right zigzags had 
utilized Socia& Democracy, sometines 
by cOllaboration, sometimes as a 
scape-goat, always concealing the true 


Tole of Social Democracy as an arm of 

the imperialists in the proletatian 
CAMP p Trotsky, togethnor with Stalin 
has also distorted the real nature of 
Social Democracy: he supported the 

Stulinist coalition with Social Democ- 

racy in Germany in 1923; in 1933 he 

misled the workars into believing that 

aviitod fromt between the criminal 

Social Domopracy and treachsrous Stal- 

iniem could save tho Germn prolet- 
ariat; in Franco he proclaimed fhe 

need of a Stalinist-Social Democratic 

government, i.e6-, Of a death-trap for 

the workers; the Trotskyites sproad 
the lic in regard to Spain "With the 

Socialist Party ready to struggle 

(Sick), the fight against fasciem was 

@normously facilitated...."; and final- 
ly Trotsky decoived the workers into 

believing in tho possibility of Social 

Democracy breaking with the bourgeois 

Btate. In 1935 the Trotszyitos joined 

Social Democracy as a culmination of 

their treachery up to that point. 


Stamm joins the distortions and 
troachorics of Stalinism and Trotsy- 


St Gi 


ism by suddenly "forgetting" wat So- 
cial Democracy is anc what its role is. 
Wita one sweep he turows overboard 
everytaing Marxism-Leninism ever said 
avout Social-Democracy and what he him- 
golf stated in relation to the Trotsky- 
ites entcring Social Democracy. For 
some “mysterioug" reason Sacial Democ- 
racy is no longor a know yuuntity to 

Revolt and Stamm. In tae event of 
war they know that Lewis-Green, Stalin- 
ism will support the imperialist war—- 


out Social Democrucy? - tuey do not 
know. 
"What stand the Socialist Par-~ 


ty and the Trotskyite ana similar or- 
gunizations will tuke wnen tune 
country goes to war we do not know. 
In tueir reaction to the prosent sit— 
uation they do not project tre per- 
spective of revolution. They do not 
advance a revolutionary policy w.gor 
figntin, U.S.imperialist war plans." 
(Revolt, Sept.16,1939. My empiiagis+Ds) 


This is only an additional indic- 
ation of how politically rotton the 
Revolt group is. Leninis:: has ostab- 
lished through ite oxporience what po— 
sition Social Democracy will take wher 
its bourscoisie facos crises of war. It 
adopts the same position it has in peace 
time ~~ protector of bourgeais rule. 
Tnis has becae a principle for Lenin- 
ists which Stamm lnows wo}l. ‘ue Lon- 
inists have no doubts about Social Dem 
ocracy's position. It is only psoudo- 
Leninists, ignoramuses,or purest fakers 
wuo spread doubts about true position of 
Social Democracy in time of war — or 
PCACSe 


The other opportunist force ms 
tioned by Revolt which it protects ¢s 
well as Social Democracy,is Trotskyisr- 
Revolt "does not know" either what, re- 
sition the Trotskyites will take ‘Ye* 
according to Revolt itself, the Trot- 
skyites hold pacifist positions. 


"The Trotskyite Socialist Appeal 
calls for pacifist measures." (Ibid. 
My empnasis - D.S.) 


Although Social Domocracy and 

Trotskyismu are cortainly not to be 
duped into one pdt, one being the 
agent of imperialism, the other the 
protector and scapegoat of the Stalin~ 
ist burocracy, if ame can state that a 
group during peace time holds pacifist 
positions, what doubt is there as to 
its position in time of war. What are 
Revolt's Leriniss phrases and words 
but a way of concealing its non—-Lenin-~ 
ism. Revolt, by pretending it is in 
ne dark as to the part Trotskyism and 
Social Democracy will play in war con- 
eGals and distorts a fundamental Lenin 
ist position — "“pacifists in peace. 
chauvinists in war." 


Such is the lip-service which Re- 
volt pays to Leninism — and tus the 
Opportunists protoct one another. 4§n 


tne decisive gyestion of one’s at- 
titude towards opportunism, Revolt 
shows its own opportunism in all its 


nakedness. It réveals itself as 
& protector of opportunism and 


counter-revolution. 


THE REVOLUTIONARY BASIS FOR UNITY 


Unprincipled unity on the basis 
of avstruct Leninist positions wuich 
are intermingled with vory concrste 
anti-Leninism is an instrument in the 
aunds of the opportunists +o obscure 
t..e real political problem facing the 
workinzclass today, tho problem of the 
degeneration of the first Workers 
State. Unless tie workingclass draws 
tuo correct couclusion from the Stal- 
inist distortion of tne beginnings of 
a new socicty, it cannot march forward. 


All the opportunists fron Stakin 


to Stamm blind the workers as to tho 
truth of how the first proletariar 
State became warped into its present 


Stalinist form. They all befog their 
followers! minds with "mass line" 
economic problons, reformist and petty- 
bourgeois slogans and programs. When 
any one of ther touches on the vital 
political questions of the doceneration 
of the first successful vroletarian 
revolution and the rolo of Stalin, 
Trotsky and the rest of tne October 


leadership iaeptlais pa cae in this de- 
Generation they do so to distort ad 
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conceal their own and other's partice 
ipation in the crines of Stalinisme 


It is no accident that Revolt's 
unity call, out of approximately seven 
columns, devotes about five-and-a-half 
te abstract anulysis of capitalist 
economic decay, W.ePeA. strikes, cost 
of living, Lewis-Green, and mentions 
now a word about the causes of the de- 
generation of the first state which 
the workers ware successful in estab— 
lisghinge It makes no analysis of the 
reason for the defeats of othor sec- 
tions of the proletariat. The oppor- 
tunists all utilize the class struggle 
on the economic front,the trade unions, 
strikes, wnewployment movements, +t+0 
Givert tne proletariat from the polita 
ical struggle for its emancipation. 
To the opportunists tais "mass line" 
becomes tie method of concealing their 


opportunism. They paralyze tuo polit- 
ical discrimination of the advanced 
worker. 


The opportunists mislead tae work 
ers into believing that on tae econo 
ic field they are honestly attempting 
to better tne economic conditions of 
the workers. A revolutionary party 
with its ontire apparatus, turning to 
expdsure of the agents of imperialism 
and opportunism within the worki ng- 
class, uses the economic field as a 
means of further exposing opportunism 
to the misled workers. But if the 
orientation is not towards exposure 
but toward "competition" with the op- 
portunists, the worker will continue 
to follow his misleaders since they 
are still revolutionists in his eyes. 


Revolt writes for backward work~ 
ers. Its position as well as that of 
The Fighting Worker, the L. R. W. P., 
Marxist Workers League and othérs is 
to try to go out to the broad masses 
and in competition with Stalinism and 
Social Democracy, Trotskyiem, Love- 
stonismnism teach tho workers Marxism 
and Leninism . explain the cupitalist 
society to them. Thus the five-and-a 
half colum “denunciation” by Revolt 
of the capitalist system in general. 
But tas workingclass, when objective 
conditious bring it to its feet, ,in 
enormous numbers adopts the rundament- 
al positions of Leninism almost over 


enight ~- not because 


of its backward- 
ness as Revolt would have us bolicve--. 
but precisely because the workingclass 
ig politically maturc. It almost in. 
mediately puts on tho order of the dg, 
the overthrow of their bourgeoisis.thoe 
yroletarian revolution. In a revolu- 
tionary crisis millions of workers 
rapidly move to what in their mind rop- 
resents Bolshevism. In 1917 they 
moved to truc Bolshevism in the space 
of a few months. Since 1922, however, 
in moving to what they belicve is Bol- 
shevism, they have mistaken Stalinism 
as the Bolshevik forcoe 


It is only duc to the hold which 
opportunism has on tne proletariat 
that defeut after defoat of proletarian 


revolution is possitle.e It is oppa- 
tunism which when thse workingclass 


begins to move to the Left misleads 
ths proletariat and allows bourgeois 
rule again, +o gtabilize itself. Marx 
ist and Loninist purases are used just 
in order to lasso the Leninist attit- 
udes wnieh the workers develops The 
neod is exposure of the betraying 
nature of the lackeys of imperialism 
within the workingclass, and the 
lackeys of Stalinism,and all those who 
conceal or distort their coynter- 
revolutionary character. The need is 
to oxpose their roots to the workers, 
t2 expose their usc ef Leninism and 
Marxism +0 cOnceal their crimes, not 
to try Poutshout them in the use of 
Marxist terminology and  Leninist 
slogans. 


The American bourgeois eystem has 
as yot not reached the stage where 
workers are driven by the millions to 
tne position of revolution. Such a 
collapse did develop in several 
European countries and in China. The 
revolutionary party can be built only 
On tho basis of knowing why millions 
of advanced workers in Europe and 
Cuina were butchered, tarown into con- 
centration camps, and one after the 
Otner handed over to the bourgeoisic. 
If tze huge mass of Amorican worlers, 
as tho German,Frencn, Spanish, Chinese, 
contiruec to bslieve that Stalinism 
represents the October Revolution and 
therefore the American proletarian 
revolution, it too will meet defeat at 
tae hand of the bourgeoisie. The 

(continued on next page) 
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| THE TROTSKYITES MAKE A "DISCOVERY" | 


By J. C. Hunter 


— 


‘ 
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Hi Trotskyites have published a 

"discovery" they made recently. 
Now, at long last, they nave learned, 
s0 they allege, the real reason for 
Stalin's betrayal of the Spanish toil- 


ers. It would seem that Stalin “aban- 
doned" tne fight against fascism in 
Spain "in the early spring of this 
year" because he was fishing for an 


alliance with Hitler: 


“Was it a coimcidence that, as 
Stalin was coming to terms with 
Hitler, Stalin's hirelings were 


abandoning the fight against fas-~ 
cism in Spain? We did not then 
know the facts about the secret ag~ 
reement witn Hitler, although we 
then predicted a pact between then.! 
(Editorial, "Why Catalonia Fell," 
ai i Appeal, Oct. 31, 1939, 
Pe 4. 


The TrotskyiteShave taken up the tune 
that Spain was "abandoned" by Stalin 
because he was in the process of form 
ing an alliance with Hitler. 


But while Spain was in the actual 
process of being betrayed ~ not "aban 
doned," for "“abandmed" implies that 
at one time Stalin really fougnt ag- 
ainst fascism in Spain — the Trotsky 
ites were suying that this sell-out 
was caused by Stalin's desire for an 


Stamn's Unity Maneuv 


alliance with the "democratic" imperi~ 
.alists of France and Eng) and: 


"The fact is that Stalin, seek- 
ing an alliance with France and 
England, sought to demonstrate his 
usefulness and reliability to the 
‘democratic! capitalists by reliev— 
ing thom of the fear of social re- 
volution in Spain," (Folix Morrow, 
Socialist Appeal, Feb. 4, 1939.) 


At that time the Trotskyites were tell 
ing the workers that the then Rightist 
agzag of the Stalintern in Spain was 
due to Stalin§s "friendship" with 
France and England. Now, however, 
having launched the story that the 
present Leftist "Comintern" zigzag is 
due to Stalin's ¥friendsnip" with Hit 
ler, tne Trotskyite bmrocrats back 
track their tale and apply it to 
Stalin's betrayal in Spain. It goes 
without saying that they offer no rep- 
udiation of even qualification of their 
original line on Spain. Like the 
Stalinist burocrats, the Trotskyite 
leaders take a chance on their follow 
ers being afflicted with a short me- 
mory 


It must be noted that, regardless 
of which "explanation" of the Trotsky- 
ifes we accept, the "alliance" with 
France and England or the "alliance" 


(Cont'd from p.17 


American workers «mmst be aware of 
Stalinism as pretending to be the same 
force which overtarew the Russian 
bourgeoisie. They must be warned of 
the role Trotsky played in building 
the Stulinist burocratic distortion, 
Otherwise, becoming disillusioned with 
Stalinism, they will turn to Trotsky 


who is presented by St..lin and Trotsky 
and the bourgeoisie as Stalin's oppos- 
ition. All the opportunists will be 
betraying the October Revolution and 
proletarian dictatorship, and all will 
be concealing their own and oach 
other's particular participating in 
the betrayals of the proletariat. 
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with Germany Stalin aarried out the 
same "Comintern" line in Spain, an 
ultra-Right maneuver. In other words, 
the "Comintern" line was actually in- 
dependent of the foreign policy of 
Stalin and his gang. Regardless of 
whether he fished for an "alliance" 
with “democratic” France and England 
(Trotskyite "explanation" Number One) 
or whether he angled for a friendship" 
with fascist Germany (Trotskyite "ex- 
planation" Number Two), the "Comintern" 
had the game line, a Rightist zigzag 
whica involved tricking the masses 
into supporting bourgoois~democracy. 
What, then, becomes of the Trotskyite 
story of the dependence of the line of 
Stalin's "Comintern" on his foreign 
policy? Obdvdously, the whole business 
crashes to the ground. From whatever 
angle we view it, the new "oxplan 
ation," reveals the fraudulent char- 
actor of tase Trotskyite story of the 
dependence of the "Comintern" line on 
Stalin's foreign policy. 


What is bohind all this Trotsky- 
ito twisting and turning? Why is it 
that tne Trotskyites in one breath 
spread the yarn that Stalin sold out 
the Spanish workers because of his 
"friendship" wita France and England 
and in the nost breath say it was be- 
cause of his "friendship" with Hitler? 


The actual, fundamental fact is 
that Stalin betrayed the Spanish work- 
ers for neither "reason" alleged by 
the Trotskyite burocrats. 5S t alin 
nelped the bourgeoisie crusn the Span- 
ish toilers in 1936-1939 for the same 
reason that he assisted the French 
capitalists in this same period, the 
German in 1933, the Chinese in 1925- 
1927, tae British uin 1926, the German 
in 1925. To put it more generally, 
Stalin aided the Spanisn capitalists 
in 1956-1939 for the identical reasox 
for whicn ever since 1932 he has wrk 
ed with the international bourgeoisie 
to crush the toilers all over the 
world. Stalin's primary interest is 
self-protection, to preserve the power 
he burocratically usurped in the first 
Workers State. Stalin faces two 
threats: one, the international bourg~ 
eoisie, and the other,the internation~ 
al proletariat. For this usurped pow— 
er Stalin fights along two lines: one, 


oy means of attempted "friendship" 

with the various imperialist camps, 
and the other, by consistently maneuv- 
ering to stamp out every effort by any 
section of the proletariat to liberate 
itself from capitalist ~ and Stalinist 
~ bondage. The Stalinist betrfyals in 
Germany in 1923 and 1933, in. England 
in 1926, in China 4n.1927 and in France 
and Spain in 1936-1939 are landm arks .. 
in Stalin's fight to preserve his per- 
sonal power and the counter-revolu— 
tionary burocracy on which it rests. 


Trotskyism operates to prevent 
the workers from understanding and de- 
stroying Stalinism. Like Stalin,Trot— 
sky's primary aim is self-protection. 
Duc to Trotsky's complicity in the ori 
ginal Stalinist conspiracy,his effort 
to estadlish a partnership-in—crime with 
the Stalinist Troika, Trotsky has hai 
since 1922 the desperate need to frus- 
trate any move of tho workers! part 
that might lead them to a genuino un- 
derstanding of the whole story of Stal- 
inism. Hence, Trotsky, adapting his 
system of deception to each specific 
situation, in recent years concocted 
the story of the dopodoence off th 
"Comintern" gigzag on Stalin's foreign 
policy. This makes it look as if 
Stalinism's treachery is somehow a 
relatively recent phenomenon. It dis- 
tracts the wotkers attention from the 
consistent line of Stalinist betrayals 
going back to 1922, and so worked to 
nip in the Wid any tendency on. the 
wrkerg' part to uncover the real ori- 
gin and history of the Stalinist on 


spiracy. Trotsky's participation in 
that conspiracy thus can renain 
forever concealed. 

In connection with Trotsky's 


fable of the depéndence of the Stalin 
tern's zigzag on Stalin's foreign 
policy, there arise some interesting 
questions. Trotskyism on the one hand 
tells the workers that Stalin sold out 
the Spanish workers for the sake of 
hfa ‘friéudshwp! with: the Brenep cand 
British imperialists and,on the other 
hand for his "friendship" with Hitler. 
For the moment we mpy disregar 4 
this glaring contradiction andconncen~ 
trate onthe "explanation" that the 
Spanish toilers were betrayed by Stal- 
in because of his desired "friendship" 
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with this or that gang of imperialists. 
The questions that arise are these: 
Why did Stalin betray and crush the 
Russian workers and why does he con- 
time to do so to this day? Why did 
Stalin in 1922 in the Soviet Republic 
enter a path so counter-revolutionary 
that by the time of the XII Congress 
of the Russian Commnist Party in March 
April 1923 Lenin was already preparing 
to annihilate him? 


"Lenin was now preparing not 
only to remove Stalin from his post 
of general secretary, but to dis- 
yvalify him before the party as 
well. On the qestion of the mono- 
poly of foreign trade, on the 
national question, .on ..1i.questiom 
of the regime in the party, of the 
worker-peasant inspection, and of 
the commission of control, he was 
systematically preparing to deliver 
at the Twelfth congress 4 crushing 
blow at Stalin as personifying 
bureaucracy, the mutual shielding 
among officials, arbitrary rule and 
general rudeness." (Loon Trotsky, 
"My Life," pgs. 480-1.) 


Did Stalin have some foreign policy in 
1922-1923 for the sake of whica he en- 
gaged in a veritable tornado of buroc- 
ratic machinations aimed at enslaving 
the Soviet masses? Is there any con- 
nection between the Stalinist counter— 
revo lution in Russia in 1922-2823 and 
its subseyuent developments throughout 
the world up to the present day? 


Yes, there is such a connection, 
and it is precisely this connection 
which Trotsky Be assiduously endeavors 
to conceal. 


Stalin crushed the Russian, Uk 
Yainian, Georgian, German, Spanish, 
Chinese, French, English, American, 
Indian, Japanese, Italian - the entire 
international proletariat — for ong 
and only reason. Stalinism originated 
in a cOnspiracy on the part of a sec- 
tion of the leaderahip of the Rus- 
sian Communist Party to entrench it 
solf permanently in power. To carry 
out this criminal aim, taese renegades 
had to undermine all efforts of the en- 
tire international proletariat to lib-- 
erate itself from every sort of oppres- 


sion and initiate a march toward t he 
Socialist society. It was for this rea 
son, and only for this reason, that by 
March 1923 Stalin had perpetrated buro- 
cratic machinations so criminal and 
flagrant that Lenin, observing them, 
prepared to wipe him out of politic al 
existence. Not some foreign policy, but 
a battle for personal, autocratic, per- 
manent power motivated Stalin and his 
allies to enter the patn of conscious 
counter-revolution in 1922, a path from 
which to this day they have never devi- 
ated by sO much as a haire 


Throughout his writings, Trotsky 
reveals that he understood Stalin and 
his gang perfectly from the start of 
the Stalinist conspiracy and that Len- 
ints line against Stalin also was 
clear to him. Writing of the period 
of the XII Party Congress in 1923, 
Trotsky states: 


"Lenin's intentions now were 
guite clear to me; by taking the 
example of Stalin's policy he want- 
ed to expose to the party, and 
ruthlessly, the danger of the bu- 
reaucratic transformation of the 
dictatorship." (Leon Tr ot sky, 
"My Life," p. 484.) 


Stalinism was no mystery to Trotsky 
from any angle; rior was Leninism, for 
that matter. Yet, in his effort to 
get in with the Stalin clique and 
share power with them, Trotsky opposed 
Lenin's line of destroying Stalinism 
and for many, years gave it open = and 
dirsct support. Opposition to the re- 
moval of Stalin from the post of gen- 
eral secretary, assistance to Stalin 
in concealing Lenin's Testament and 
Other anti-Stalinist documents, palming 
off of the erjminal Stalinist clique 
as honest revolutionaries, egging on 
of the workers to support Stalin's In- 
ternational flunkeys, the Fosters, 
Cachens and Thaelmanns, crushing of 
any tendency in the directing of cre- 
ating a new internatimal — this was 
the Trotskyist line in tho epoch of 
the Stalinist conspiracy. Today, as 
ever,preventing the workers from under- 
standing the real stary of Stalinism, 
Trotsky dangles before them tae fairy 
tale of the dependence of the Stalin- 
tern's line on Stalin's foreign policy. 
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That the "Comintern" line, as always 
sinco 1922, is part and. parcel of 
Stalin's nocd to crush the internation- 
al prcpetariat if he is to proserve 
hig usurped power, Trotsky consistent— 
ly hides. If the workers accept Trot- 
sky's story of the "C.1I." line growing 
Out of Stalin's foreign policy, they 
naturally will ask no gqueations about 
the earlier and more obvious support 
Trotsky gave to Stalin. Not knowing 
of Stalin's consciously counter-revolu- 
tioviary role since 1922, Trotsky's 
support to Stalin will not be seen in 
its actual criminal light. The pros- 
ent day is wulready far removed from 
the origin of tne Stalinist conspiracy 
in 1922. frotsky's story of the de- 
pendence of thé "Comintern" line on 
Stalin's foreign policy will never im- 
pel any worker to investigate the past 
of Stalinism ard of Trotskyism. Hence, 
the real source of the “Comintern" 
line in Stalin's plot to usurp power 


in the first Workers State will never 

become known +0 the Trotskyite - gd 

Stalinist — workers. And consequent— 
ly, Troutsky’s participation in that 

plot will likewise romain hidden. 


These are the reasons for the 
Trotskyite fabrications about the 
"Comintern" line originating in Std —- 
in's foreign policy. For sclf-protec- 
tion, Trotsky must concdal the total 
picture of Staliniam. Now and then, 
as in the case of tho "discovery" 
about Spain, the Trotskyites get into 
a fantastic contradiction. This is 
unavoidable, for regardless of the 
specific content of the deception thay 
feed the workerg at any moment, it is 
always out of keeping with reality. 
Even the best prevaricators mist neces- 
sarily become involved in sclf-contra- 
diction, not because of bad memory, 
but because their fabrications are in- 
herently incapable of consistency. 


December 10, 1939. 


SBHACHTMAN'S VOPE 


(Cont'd from p. 10) 


not even mentioned. Need we say, sub-— 
sequent issues likewise "forgot" it. 


What did the Trotskyites ¢laim a 
vote for the S.W.Pe would mean? 


of votes for the 
anti-war party in the elections 
will mean to the war-mongers that 
tnere are that many people who are 
supporting tne most radical and de- 
termined opposition —— a revolution 
ary opposition — to the war." 
(Socialist Appeal, Nov. 7, 1939.) 


"Thousands 


If the Trotskyite leaders were honest, 
taey would have made an ob jective 
analysis of the vote for Schacitman. 
Sucn an analysis would have shown that 


61% of the voters for Schachtman actu- 


ally stood with one foot in the Wall 
Strect war camp. Instead of present- 
ing this reality to their followers, 


the Trotskyite leaders spread the il- 
lusion that the voto for the S.W.P. 
was a2 solid anti-war voto, they con- 
cocted a fairy tale about "practically 
"all" of Schachtman's second choice 
ballots going to Ninfo and they falsdly 
promisod to make an analysis of the 
whole business. 


There is but this to add: Wy 
various devices the Trotskyites con- 
céaled the fact that even the vote go~ 


ing to tho AeLePe went to " labor" 
agents of Wall Stroct imperialism. 
D. Se 


November 1939. 
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MIENOV AND JOERGER RUB ALLADIN'S LAMP 


By Arthur Burke 


f 


fA zone issued leaflet marks the 
debut of a new organization, the 
“Workers Party." The leaflet boars 


some coment since it already indic- 
ates tae nature and aims of the “new 
organization." Headed with an elect 


rifying title, "STOP MASS MURDER!", it 
goes on to state? 


"With the lifting of the embargo 
on the sale of arms to the warring 
powers, tne Koosevelt government 
has become the main partner in the 
lass slaughter of millions of Euro~ 
pean workers. Billions of profits 
await the Du Ponts, Morgans, Rocke~ 
follers and all the other capital-~ 
ists who >oenefit from the war of 
England and France against Germanye" 
(My emphasis - &.B.) 


After three months of the present 
“war for redivision of the world," 
Daladier listed tho French losses "in 
Army, Navy and Air Force to November 
30th were 1,434." This even forced 
Daladier to comment on the strange con- 
trast this offered to the development 
of the World War in 1914 during the 
same period of time: 


"The form of this war has sur- 
prised the country. Why lament it? 
By December, 1914, we had 450,000 
men killed. We had lost the battle 
for the frontier and, although we 
won tie Battle of the Marne, a 
derge part of our country was under 
the heel of the invader. 

"Oar total killed up to Nove 30 
has been 1,434." (The New York 
ie Dec. 23, 1939. My emphasis— 
A.B. 


As to the British casualties, the 
official figure of killed is 2,511, 
with tae losses at the Western Front 
totalling THREE (3) soldiers deaa! 
(New York Post, December 26, 1939.) 


"mass" line, 


One must bear in mind that 
"Nearly seven million men, equipped 
with the most modem machinery of war, 
face each other in Westem Europe." 
(The New York Times, Dec. 27, 1939.) 


Our characterization 6f the "war" 
as a camouflage which masks the drive 
of ald inmpsrialism against tho bureayv- 
cratized Worker's State has been fully 
confirmd by tho events in Europe. 
However, Trotskyist confusionists and 
ultra—-Left muddleheads discovering 
that reality belies their characteriz- 
ation of the mock-war as a bona-fide 
inter-imperialist conflict havo to in- 
vent the facts out of whole cloth, 
Taus, tho “mass slaughter of millions 
of European workers." 


Thero are other whoppers on the 
leaflet, such as naming the Stalinists 
"Commnazi," but none exceed the 
flights of fancy cmtained in the 
closing headlines: “Auspices - Workers 
Party." There is a basic historical 
differcnce between a group and a party. 
A group, consisting of a few dozen per- 
sons at the most, can be nothing else 
than a disseminator of political pro- 
paganda among the most advanced work- 
ers. Now, a party signifies a sizable 
organization which has numerical and 
material means to conduct real mass 
work in industry, in trade unions, frat 
ernal and cultural organizations, etc., 
on a national scale, in its preparation 
for the conquest of powre 


The self-designation "party" by 
this handful of Left-Trotskyites and 
ultra-Lefts is an expression of its 
It thus indicatés a rej~ 
ection of the ideologico-polit ical 
struggle against the existent oppor— 
tunist organizations which is the only 
realistic means possible to first cleav- 
ing the road for the building of the 


nucleus for the future Marxist 


part 
Cont'd on bottom of ped) 


! 
BLIND FAITH INSTEAD OF MARXIAN THINKING | 
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HE Trotskyist leaders have always intelligent support to the leaders. 


emphasized that critical revolu- Incatiously, Trovsky’s "joke" is ex- 
tionary thinking is a basic character- ploded by the Trotskyito bureaucrats 
istic of their organization in con- themselves in their internal discus-— 
trast to the slavish submiasion prace sions. Schachtman by a slip of the 


ticed in the Stalinist Comintern. In tongue recently revealed: 
angwering the anti-Bolshevist, Léft- 


Sodial Democrat Pivert, Trotsky writes: "At the plenum the majority pre- 
sented for a vote the document of 

"In complete contradiction with Comrade Trotsky which had arrived 
reality, Pivert depicts the regime only a fow hours earlier. There 

in the Fourth International aa 3 could not have been an opportunity 
regime of monolithism and blind for any comrade to reflect on this 
submission." (New Intornational, document. Some of them pad not 
October 1939, pw 297. Our even @ chance to read it. Morevvoer, 
emphasis.) it was physically impossible for 
anybady to have read it in full for 

Trotsky implies that tae politic~ tie simple reason -tkat one page of 

al process in his "Fourth Internation- the manuscript was accidently lost 


in transit. Novertheless, read or 
unread, studied or unstudied, com 
plete or incomplete, the document 
was presented for a vote and final- 
ly _adopted by the majority on the 
grounds, @s one comrade expressed, 
OF FAITH IN SKE CORRECTNESS OF COM 
RADE TROTSKY'S POSITION." (Internal 
Bulletin, Socialist Workers Party, 
Vol. Now 3, Nove 14, Our emphas is 
and capitals.) 


This gullible an.d uncritical 
faith in the infallability of a "great- 
est living Bolshevik" is the essence of 
the tragedy of the Trotskyite as well 
as the Stalinist worker. 


al" as one of critical thinking and 


MIENOV AND JOERGER RUB ALLADIN'S LAMP 
(Cont'd from p. 22) 


The Mienov-Joerger "Workers Party" i-s 
built on a distortion of reality. New 
distortions will constantly be added 
to cover tne original one. Of course 
this is the old path to conscious and 
systematic fakery. 

Incidentally ,it is amusing to nde 


that the headquarters of the new "Work- 
ane Party" 4s - a Brooklyn Post Office 
Ox 


he Be 
December 29, 1939 
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THE TROTSKY SCHOOL 
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OF FALSIFICATION 
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SCHACHTMAN AS AN "HISTORIAN" 


By 


AX SCHACHTMAN writes in the New 
"International of January 1938: 


"In 1923, when the German revo- 
lution was expected, the Soviet Re~ 
public stood at attention to aid it. 
The harbor of Petrograd was filled 
with grain snips ready to sail for 
Stettin so that the German Soviet 
Republic would not be starved out 
by tne Entente. Representatives of 
tae Comintern and the Russian Party 
wore active on German soil, prepar- 
ing for the uprising as bost thoy 
could under the leadership of Brand- 
ler and Zinoviev." (Page 11, My 
empaasis - 4. «, RR.) 


How much truth is there in the story 
that in 1923 the representatives of 
the Comintorn and Russiam Cohm unist 
Party wore doing their best bo bring 
the impending German revolution to a 
successful conclusion? Writing fifteen 
years after the events, Schachtman paints 
a favéuabte picture of the sort of lead 
ership the Comihtern and Russian Com 
munist Party gave the Ger- 
man workerse An investigation of 
Carlier writings of Schacntman and the 
Trotskyites reveals that the situation 
Wags not guite as inspiring — to the 
workers — as Schachtman in 1938 would 
have ais readers believe. Let us see 
What Scnachtmun realjy knows about the 
German revolution of 1923. 


First, Schachtman, who without 
doubt read THE GASH OF LEON TROTSKY, 
wiich was published in 1937, before 
Schachtman made the statement in the 
New Yaternationa], knows that Zinoviev, 
Kamonev whth Stalin created the Triu- 
virate, which in 1922 became the dir- 
ecting body of the Central Committee 
of the Russian Communist Party and of 
the entire country: 


R.Regors 


"They became, Zinoviev, Kamenev 
— with Stalin they created the so- 
called "Troika," or Triumvirate, 
which was the directinb tody of the 
Central Committee of the Party and 
of the country during the period 
from the end of 1922 to 1925." (L. 
Trotsky,"The Case of Leon Trotsky," 
Pe 7.) 


Stalin, a burocratic conniver, 
represented to Lenin the burocratic 
undermining of the prolotarian dictat- 
oreaip, arid Lonim planned to annihil- 
ate Stalin to presarvea the proletarian 
dictatorship. Schachtman as editor of 
Trotsky's works is surely familiar with 
the fact, 


Schachtman also knows that Stalin 
Was transferring his treacherous metiods 
to thé Commnist Intornatiohal, Schacht~ 
man is woll acquainted with Stalin's 
letter to his henchmen Zinoviev, Bukh— 
arin, for he himsolf quotes it in his 
work "Ten Yoars of tho Left t 
Opposition." 


"Should the Communists (at the 
given stage) strive to soize power 
without tho » social democrats, are 
thoy mature enough for that? that, 
in my opinion ig the question. When 
we scized powor, we had in Russia 
such reserves as (a) peace, (b) the 
land to tae peasants, (c) tho sup- 
port of the great majority of the 
working class, (da) , the sympathy of 
the peasantry. Tie German Conn 
ists at this moment have nothing of 
tno sort. Of course, they have tho 
Soviet nation as thoir noighbor 
which we did not have, but what can 
we offer thom at the present morent? 
(my emphasis - R.R.) Of courso the 
fascists are not dsloep but it is 
to our interest that they attack 
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for Stattin so that the German Soviet 
Republic would not be starved out by 


first; that will rally the entire 


working class around the Communists 
eoeeeln mY Opinion the Germans mst 
be curbed and not gpurred on." 
(Hmphasis in the Original. Quo ted 
by Max Schachtman in "Ten Years of 
the Left Opposition," p. 20, and by 
Leon Trotsky, "The Third Inter- 
national After Lenin,!l p. 322.) 


It must be pointed out here that 
Schachtman wrote his Ten Years in 1933, 
long before he wrote the article in 
the New International in January 1938. 


Trotsky knew far back in 1923, in 
advance, that the leadership of the 
German Communist Party was a pack of 
putrid flunkesys and that the 
revolution was doomed to failure. And 
Schachtman certainly knew it when he 
wrote "Ten Years of the Left Opposi- 
tion," for he quotes Trotsky in that 
work: 


"“Comeade Trotsky before leaving 
the session of the Central Commit- 
tee (Soptember 1923 Plemm), made a 
speecn which profoundly disturbed 
all the members of the Central Com- 
mittee and in which he alleged that 
the leadership of the German Com- 
imnist Party was worthless and that 
the Central Committee of the Gorman 
Commnist Party was permeated with 
fatalism, sleepy-headedness, etc. 
Comrade Trotsky then declared that 
the German revolution was doomed to 
failvro.* (Max Schachtman, "Ten 
Years of the Left Opposition," p.20. 
Also quoted by Trotsky in "The Third 
International After Lenin," p. 94. 
My empiasis ~ R.R.) 


As to the "leadership of the "Com 
intorn," let Schacntman speak; 


"Tne policy pursued by the party 
leaders in Germany was not peculiar 
to Brandler and Tnhalheimer, It was 
derived from the leadership of the 
Commnist International and the 
Russian Communist Party....... ae 
Schachtman, "Ten Years of the Le *® 
Pe 19.) 


In so far as Schachtman's state- 
ment that "The harbor of Petrograd was 
filled witz grain snips ready to sail 


German 


the Entente" is concerned, the fact is 
that grain was sold by the Stalinist 
government to the German bourgeois 
government which was bankrupt politic- 
ally and economically. This grain was 
part of the regular grain shipment 
from Russia to Germany which took ples 
to a vast extent in 1923: 


"Germany, as is known, is the 
largest purchaser of our ryde The 
commercial representatives of the 
UeSeSeR. in Berlin sold in 1923 
over seventy million poods of grain, 
@ considerable part of it having 
been bought at the instruction of 
the German Government." (Report of 
Torgpred of U.S.S.R. in Germany, 
Stomoniakov, Pravda, Jan. 3, 1924.) 


Whether or not Schachtman is 
aware of this specific point wo do not 
know, though as an "historian" he pre- 
tends to enlighten the workers. But 
there is no doubt that Trotsky, a stu- 
dent of the economic institutions of 
the Soviet Republic in 1923, is on- 
tirely aware of it. Nevertheless, 
Trotsky acquiescing in the Schachtman-~ 
ite whitewashing of the Stalinist 
treachery of 1923, lets the distor- 
tions of his America flunkey stand to 
becloud the mind of the workers. 


To sum up: from the documentary 
evidence produced by Schachtman ané 
Trotsky themselves we see that Schacht- 
man in 1938 mew the following facts: 
that Zinoviev, Kamenev and Stalin were 
at tne head of the burocratized party, 
the Soviet Union and the Comintem; 
that Lenin prepared for a struggle to 
remove and ahnihilate Stalin and his 
tendency and save the proletariat from 
the frightful degeneration of the 
first Workers State, and to advance 
the international revolution; that the 
Trio, Stalin, Zinoviev and Kamenev 
were transferring their treacherous 
methods from the Soviet Union to the 
international arena, in this instance 
to Germany, to prevent the extension 
of the rovolution and to presorve for 
themselves the burocratic hegemony in 
the Soviet Union; that the German 
leadérship was worthless, was dragging 
the revolution to destrwtion; and 
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that the disastrous policies pursued 
by the leaders in Germany were derived 
from the leadership of the Kussian 
Commnist Party which burocratically 
dominated the Comumnist International. 


WHY SChACHTMAN DISTORTS EISTORY 


The question naturally arises 
Why dees Scaachtma distort the facts 
abott the German Revolution of 19237 
Schachtman knows much more than it 
would seem on the surface. He unquest’ 
jonably knows of the infamous role 
played by Trotsky in the revolution of 
1923. tHe knows that only a fow wecks 
after making the speech within the 
four walls of the Stalinist Plermim of 
Septemoer 1925, where he attacked the 
German leadership, Trotsky,addressing 
a mesting of. the metal workers of the 
Moscow District, and knowing that the 
German revolution was doomed to fail- 
ure, painted an entirely different 
picture, supporting tne Stalin gang 
and their stooges in Germany - 


"The question is: this party is 
still young. Will sne find in her- 
self tac will to effect a revolu- 
tion, and will she be able ta do so? 
In this roppect circumstances favor 
tne working class of Germany. Tney 
are ready for the struggle, and in 
order to act they, must know taat ot 
tacir head stands a party READY TO 
LEAD THE FROM , STRUGGLE D8 
STRUGGLE AND TO FINAL VICTORY." (Iz- 
vestia, Oct. 21, 1923, also in tho 
Worker, U.eSA., Dec. 1, 1923. My 
Capse~ Rike) 


Schachtman has full knowledge of al 
theses facts. Therein arises the Trot- 
skyite s need to muko it look as some- 
how the Stalinist leadership in 1923 
made honest preparations for tas vict- 
ory of the German Revolution in 1923. 
By shielding Trotsky he also shields 
Stalin and conceuls the truth about the 
Stalinist degeneration of the Sovict 
Union and the Commmist International. 


Trotskyism operates in a complex 
Ways Onuthe one hand, Trotsky and his 
henchmen raised a great rackot against 
Stalinism wiids for the most part con- 
sisted of palming off the Stalin gang 
as honest though mistaken revolution- 
aries. This "attack" on Stalinism, 


false to the core because it comceals 
the sonscious counter-revo lution of 
which Stalinism has always consisted, 
since its origin in 1921-1922,makes it 
seem that Trotsky is fighting Stalin- 
ism tooth and nail. In the course of 
this deceptive “attack", Trotskyism 
let slip many damaging facts about 
Stalinism. We have presented above a 
few in connection with the Gorman Rev- 
olution of 1923. All of this serves 
Trotsky as afafse front of "anti- 
Stalinisn." 


On the other hand, 
is part and parcel of the Stalinist 
degeneration by virtue of his direct 
participation in the original Stalinist 
conspiracy, Trotskyism acts to white~ 
wash the early stages of Stalinism as 
much as posgible. This accounts for 
Schacatman's fraudulent descrintion of 
the 1923 affair in Germany which we 
have quotea from the New International 
of 1938. Naturally, this tactic has 
tQ be suited to the specific situation. 
With respect to tho immodhate present, 
it would tf¥nifestly impossible for 
Trotskyism to give open and d irecvt 
support to Stalinism. In 
regard to the present, Trotskyism has 
to assist Stalinism in an “ixdirect," 
"critical" fashion. But the past of- 
fers many opportwmities for tne Trot— 
skyite durocrats to throw ina boas t 
here and thore for Stalinism. If the 
1923 situation in Germany is being deat 
with, naturally the Trotskyite leaders 
can with reasonable safety add anothor 
layer of white-wash on the Stalinist 
betrayal of the masses. 


since Trotsky 


Such support to Stalinism's 
eurlior phases is all the more profit— 
able to Trotsky because the furth er 


Ono ges back to the origin of the 
Stalinist conspivacy in 1921-29 tho 
more open and direct is Trotsky 's 


participation in 4t found to be. In 
October 1923, for example, when the 
German events occurred, Trotsky was 
working dtrectly in cahoots with the 
Stalin clique. If the Trotskyites can 
make it appear that not even Stalin 
and his gang were guilty of deliber— 
ate crime, why naturally Trotsly, their 
ally, is perfectly safe. It is for 
these reasons that Trotsky's fluhkey, 

Schachtman, whitewashes tho treachery 
of the Stalin gang in Germany in 1923. 
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